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REMARKS 

The Office Action rejected Claims 1-15, 17-22 and 24-29 under 35 U.S.C. § 
102(b) as being anticipated by Crevelt et al. (U.S. Patent No. 5,902,983). All of the 
currently pending Claims as presently presented overcome Crevelt. 

Each of the independent Claims recites two independent processors and/or 
control units. One of the processors/controllers is a game processor (e.g., to provide a 
slot machine game), and the other processor/controller is an electronic funds transfer 
(EFT) unit (e.g., to communicate with an outside financial institution). As claimed, these 
two processors/controllers operate without direct communication there between 
because the gaming system and the EFT system may be regulated by two different 
bodies. Typically, the gaming system is regulated by a state gaming commission, and 
the EFT system is regulated by the banking industry. 

Because gaming systems and EFT systems are regulated by different bodies, an 
embodiment of the present invention contemplates the purchase an approved EFT 
device (e.g., approved by the banking industry) that maybe physically installed in the 
same cabinet as an approved gaming device (e.g., approved by a state gaming 
commission). The game processor and the casino's ticket validation network are not 
used to send EFT requests to the remote fund repository (e.g., a bank). Similarly, the 
EFT control unit and the EFT network are not used to validate casino tickets. 

In this manner, each device may be constructed and approved separately from 
the other device. In other words, if the game processor or the casino's ticket validation 
network were used to send EFT requests, the gaming device would require approval by 
the banking industry in addition to approval by the state gaming commission. Similarly, 
if the EFT processor or the EFT network were used to validate casino tickets printed for 
players, the EFT device would require approval by the state gaming commission in 
addition to approval by the banking industry. 

This idea of having one system to handle gaming functions and another system 

to handle EFT functions is documented in the specification. For example, see: 

Referring now to Fig. 4, a general electronic configuration of 
the electronic funds transfer system for the gaming device 
10 is illustrated. For reference, the processor 38 described 



2 



Appl. No.: 10/662,618 

Notice of Appeal and Pre-Appeal Brief Request 
Responsive to Final Rejection dated June 28, 2007 

above that communicates with the ticket validation network 
116, is illustrated. The system includes an EFT control unit 
130, which has a processor 132 and a memory device 134. 
It should be appreciated that in one preferred embodiment, 
the processor 38 does not connect to or communicate 
directly with the EFT control unit 130 . (page 26, lines 15-21) 
[Emphasis added] 

While the EFT control unit 130 and the processor 38 are 
preferably physically housed in the same gaming device 10 
in this embodiment, the two devices do not directly 
communicate , (page 31, lines 1-4) [Emphasis added] 

Crevelt does not teach or suggest a game processor and a separate electronic 
funds transfer control unit that do not directly communicate with each other as 
claimed. This distinction between Crevelt and the present invention is most readily 
seen by comparing Fig. 1 of Crevelt with Fig. 9 of the present application. 

Fig. 1 of Crevelt shows a game controller 6. However, it is unclear which device 
in Crevelt the Examiner is postulating to be the EFT control unit. Applicants assume the 
Examiner considers the gaming machine interface 10 to be the EFT control unit since 
the gaming machine interface 10 handles communications between the gaming 
machine 4 and the EFT system 11. Alternatively, if the Examiner considers the EFT 
system 1 1 to be the EFT control unit, the rejection is clearly in error as the EFT system 
1 1 is clearly not part of the gaming machine 4 (as claimed). 

In Crevelt, the game controller 6 does directly communicate with the gaming 

machine interface 10. The communication path between the game controller 6 and the 

gaming machine interface 10 is shown in FIG. 1. In addition, the Crevelt specification 

teaches that the game controller 6 connects to the gaming machine interface 10 to 

facilitate communication with the external EFT system. For example, Crevelt states: 

In one aspect, the present invention provides a gaming 
machine which allows a player to transfer funds from a 
remote funds repository (e.g., a bank) via an electronic funds 
transfer system and convert the transferred funds into plays 
on the gaming machine. The gaming machine may be 
characterized as including the following features: (1) a game 
controller for controlling the play of a game; (2) a gaming 
machine interface for connecting the game controller to the 
electronic funds transfer system ; and (3) a player interface 
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connected to the gaming machine interface. The player 
interface is capable of verifying the player's identity and 
identifying an account held by the player at the remote funds 
repository. The gaming machine interface is capable of at 
least (i) transmitting signals requesting playing credit not 
exceeding a preset amount to the remote funds repository, 
and (ii) receiving signals authorizing playing credit in the 
preset amount for the gaming machine from the remote 
funds repository (Col. 2, lines 50-67) [Emphasis added]. 

In contrast, the present application teaches a game processor 38 and an 
EFT controller 130 (e.g., within gaming device 410) that do not have a direct 
communication path between them (See Fig. 9). The game processor 38 connects 
to a ticket validation network 116, and the EFT controller 130 connects to an EFT 
network 140. This construction allows for separate components to be regulated 
separately as described above. 

Applicants therefore respectfully submit that each of the pending independent 
Claims, as well as all Claims that depend from those independent Claims, are each 
patentably distinguished from Crevelt. Reconsideration is respectfully requested. 

In light of the above, Applicants respectfully submit that the present claims are 
both novel and non-obvious over the art of record. Accordingly, Applicants respectfully 
requests that the rejections be reversed. If any fees are due in connection with this 
application as a whole, the office is hereby authorized to deduct said fees from Deposit 
Account No.: 02-1818. 
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